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ICeriP.it Hall's $$jpparenftr reason for using the JFK assassination to attract 



attention to himself can b his desire to replace the president at QSU, who had 

resigned to go to jJ rown, but Janes W. Hiltyvs reason for arguing tha|~ the govern- 

1 

ment is right because it says it is right is not apparent. That he refers only 
to what can be misrepresented to seera to support the official assassination, 
explanation is obvious, as is his total ignorance of both the official evi- 
dence lhat disproves the Warren Report's conclusions and the disproofs that have 
been published and have not been refuted since that report was issued. 

It is not only in the OAil Newsletter that hall sought this attention. A f he 



is to bo believed he also wrote more than 20,000 words for the first issue of this 
year for the Ma ryland Law Review . In both he misrepresented that line he li^ed 
from H.L.IIencken,"the virulence of the national a^etite for bogus revelation" 
that, as I-ie lichen rote it, related to race^ iWiA id4ldp\r\ ifymXl,' 

It iz not eas$ to believe that as ^oan of the ^ollege of Humanities , the 
Executive 0 a an of the College of Art ”3 and Sciences and Professor of History and 
' r fhfe Law at CSU, in addition to being a member of the board of the Assassination 
Records review Board, Hall still had time to research and write more than 20,000 
words for the law review, in addition to what K e' wrote for the OAH Newsletter. 

i cy 

In Ms long article Ilall misrepresented my work along wit H much else. Becase 

■“ ■'t 

after Ms un truthfulness in the Newsletter in attributing the CIA's mafia plot 

o cA 

against astro to the kennodys I wrote Hall before you published Arthur ^Lesingsr, 

T , „ . . "If ' 

Jr. s refutation e£ that. MS did not respond. Bo aftdr reading what to one who 



is not a subject-matter ignoramus is assassination propaglinda in the law review 
I decided to malce a full record for history (historians seeming to eschew that) 
and with Hall having given source notes a bad name I attached to tliat examination 
of more than 230 pages some 65 exliibits that all are or came from the official 
evidence. M has been quit some time since I sent that to the board. I have yet 
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to receive; not only any refutation or denial - I 'we not even gotten acknowledgement 

of receipt. However, that record will exist for history because that board is 

required by the law that created it to make all its records of any kind publicly 

accessible when it finishes its work. 

is in~|rue of Hall, it is true of Hilty that he soys what is not true. For 

example, he says that "physical evidence and witnesses, moreover, place Oswald 

(and no one else) in the position from which the fatal shot was fired." In 

plain English tills is a multiple lie. There is no physical evidence that could or 

displace Oswald there at the time of the crime and there is no witness who 

placed him-or anytone else- there at the time of the crime. 

I wrote the first boom on the Commission anj the assassination, Whit ewash : 

/ 

the’ Repor t on the Warren deport, completed in mid-Feburary, 1 965 , and since 
then I publisheed eight more. (In hall's scholarship 2 published^two, the last 
in 1 966 ) o In more than %' years i have yet t get a letter or a call from any 
of those on the Commission staff of whom I. .wrote critically. cAvm I Us0 UASfit* 
Also lost in liall'S scholarship in winch he pretends that i~theoize con- 
spiracies only is the fact that A filed a dozen FOIA lawsuits to bring withheld 
assassination information to light, making about a third of a million pages 
publicly available; that one of those lawsuits was cited by the Congress as 
requiring amending of FOIA in 1974; and that when the FBI used perjury to With- 
hold assassination information, rather than using lawyers' pleadings placed 
/Myself under oath and swore to the FBI's perjury. • L ts reply (in CA 75-226’) is 
tha * "could make such claims ad infinitum since he (l) is perhaps more familiar 
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with tlie events surrounding the investigation of President pp: 



s assassina- 



tion than anyone now employed by the F.j^.I." 

To Hall tliis is theorizing conspiracies when in fact I am the only one 
writing about the assassination who hc\ s restrict ed Ms writing entirely to the 
official evidence. 

i * • — - < 

Which that Report and its del endern like Hiilty lxL s rc pro sent. 




Three Members of the Warren u omission did not agree with w’uat is basic 

XI 

in its Report, the so— called aingle-bullt theory, w5iich is a complete fabrication, 
not a theory, 'l'wo of those Members went to their graves refusing to agree with 
that. They had forced an executive session for Senator Russell's beliefs to 
bo made a record for our history and for the Commission's consideration. That 
record was memory-holed. Wgen £ published the official proof of tids in 1974 
not a single one of thosvresnonsible for this,-! hood unprecedentetL_dishonesty_ 

1 ^ /i hrr z t —~r~, ; .s\ 7 Tt\7 'I 



in our history complained. Said a word, in fact J^-Cu^ c *t t}u*r 

encouraged ( x jJct'l/V) c--4 ,L^1~ IXi-tj U^U /U'trJ 

t\uosell eaolt^oaged my work uutij. his dying 'day) i'ogretting"tlmt"Iiis ‘ 

failed health and other obligations provietfied his being more active in it. 

And even Lyndon Johnson did not believe that single-bullet fabrication, 

as the transcript of liiss conversation w&i with |?ussell soon aftVhr Russell 



if liis conversation with 

±t-\ hviAnw 



had^he thought, made his record*! (in that executive session xuphes-ciesr. 

( 

But Hij-lty says that "thf KSCA confirmed the basic conclusions of the 
Warren Commission, inciting that single bullet theory," Ithen in f /aqJT that 
committee concluded that fan ; / shots were fired and despite iiilty' s misrep- 
resentations, the best shots in the country, provided by the BRA. and all rated 
as masters, and under vastly improved conditions by the Army at its Edgewood 
Arsenal, were not aP le , in test s co nducted for the Commis sion and published 
by it , cothhl-rtet duplicate the shooting attribute:! to Oswald. 

»i 

Hilty complains that -Ca'-dd .\.Wrone referred to Oswald as a w'&uffer" in 
shooting. Hillty can do this by misrepresenting, as lie does, the official 
evaluation by the MaUCine Corps commander, which ^published in 1965, in facsimil e, 
that Oswald was "a ra ther poor 'shot 1 . " 

(The USCA also suppressed the fact that the executive session that was 
required to be taken down by the court reporter a$d ...reserved did not exist.) 

It is ludicrous for Hilty to say that what he enlarges into" Oswald’ s hours 
of dry practise" made a veritable William Tell of him. Marina testified that 
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aa total darkness Oswald played with that rafift rifle in fclw Orleans. How in the 
Wottfd could lie practise sighting and shooting in total darkness- and with a rifle 



notorious for hanging fire. 



• to'k£/ f V li{ /VLt/flurx^j ■ 



Hilty does not kn.w wliat he is talking about when he says that neutron 
activation analysis is "a technique not available to the l/rren Commission." 
all it had to do is what it did not do-j ask. The Atomic Energy Commission in 
fact urged tliat. I IraveWr/reCords and used them in CA 75-226. The FBI did 
liave IhiA's done, 1 sued to get the results, and x published some of them in 

Post Mortem in 1975. They include the proof that (Oswald could not have ^red a 
rifle tliat day. 

(2)nce chere was serious criticism of the C 0 ramission's conclusions all sorts 
„ — teM A-tfah / 

of efforts were made to make the 'biased -appear to be real, the impossible to be 

J4 < / "M 0 ,fk A 

possible, and iiHS# refete to q couple. But the facts are contrary to ffit l/' -B 

tepresentation of them. 

Wliat is clear frora reading Hall’s lengthier article is that despite his 
service on the Assassination Records Review Board lie is what he bfagan being, a 
subjecj-matter ignoramus. 

And not he alone, it seems. 

Under our'-sas system the assassination of any president is a de fa c to coup 
r or 

diktat. Tliat is the deepest of subversions, it should not be approached as a 
game to be played by those who have their own political objectives to serve 
and all tliat the successor government does should be scrutinised carefully, not 
excused by those who liave not bothered to learn what the established official 
evidence is and means - as distinguished from wholeikle misrepresentations of it. 

Ihe failure ox most professional historians to meet this obligations is 
another national tagedy. 

Witness Hall, Hilty and so many fathers. 




